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I. 



INTRODUCTION 



The purpose of this thesis is to determine the necessity 
for the continued study of Soviet defensive doctrine given the 
recent changes brought about by the new national security 
strategy. The new national security strategy shifted the 
focus of U.S. defense effort away from an era of concentrating 
on a single threat, the Soviet Union. Does this imply that we 
ignore Soviet military capabilities and political intentions, 
or should we continue to assess these capabilities and 
intentions before making any major course changes in our own 
programs? 

The new national security strategy has focused the United 
States defenses on the ability to provide deterrence, 
peacetime presence, crisis response, and reconstitution. This 
propels America's armed forces into a new era that requires 
the maintenance of a force structure that is both flexible and 
mobile in nature. This new force structure must also maintain 
the ability to perform routine presence or respond to crises 
dependent on the tasking. 

The national strategy, to remain credible, requires a 
force capability applicable across the broad spectrum of 
conflict which is joint in nature. The Marine Corps has 
developed a force structure and a concept of operations that 
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maximizes their warfighting capabilities while still 
addressing the missions of the new national security strategy 
and current force level cuts . 

Amphibious forces can clearly play a role in this new 
national security strategy given their inherent flexibility 
and mobility. Maneuver strategy affords amphibious forces an 
enhanced ability to respond to crises and conflicts while 
facing technological advances in weaponry and asymmetrical 
forces. As such, they can have a significant influence in 
strategy by virtue of their diversionary capability and can 
play a large role as a contingency force in this new national 
security strategy. 

The end of the cold war signaled a new era in not only 
United States military policy, but Soviet Union military 
policy as well. The political and economic implications of 
this new Soviet era is shifting the impetus of the Soviet 
military away from an offensive military strategy and towards 
a border, including maritime, defense military. The Soviet 
military commands a formidable coastal defense force that 
consists of both ground and naval forces and is an integral 
part of the Soviet military and political "defensive" 
doctrine . 

The first section of this thesis examines the significant 
effect that the new national security strategy will have on 
force structure and the associated roles and missions of U.S. 
military forces. The paper then examines the impact of this 
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new strategy on the U.S. Marine Corps with it's amphibious 
force capability and how the Marines are moving to meet this 
new new strategy. 

The next section analyzes the forces and capabilities of 
the Soviet Union's antilanding defenses. It provides an 
overview of the type of defense the U.S. could expect from 
either Soviet or Soviet-trained forces. 

The final section contains the assessment of whether the 
need still exists for continued study of Soviet military 
policy by strategic planners. 
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II. 



AMERICA'S NEW NATIONAL SECURITY STRATEGY 



A. INTRODUCTION 

The Cold War is over and President Bush has announced a 
new national security strategy which focuses the Armed Forces 
on peacetime presence and contingency-type operations. 1 The 
new national security strategy will have both short and long- 
range effects on all branches of the military and will require 
a close examination of the implications that such dramatic 
changes could have on the various branches of the military and 
their ability to respond to the broad spectrum of crises that 
could occur in today's dynamic political situation. 

This chapter will examine the effect of the new national 
security strategy on America's future force structure and the 
roles and missions of U.S. Marine Corps amphibious forces in 
contingency operations. Primary attention will be drawn to 
the ability of amphibious forces to deter aggression, maintain 
stability, encourage and sustain reform, and to respond to the 
complete range of scenarios. 



1 "Remarks by the President to the Aspen Institute 
symposium". Office of the Press Secretary (Aspen, Colorado), 
The White House, August 2, 1990, 1. 
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B . ASPEN SPEECH 



With President Bush's Aspen Institute speech of August 2, 
1990, America began a movement towards a new national strategy 
requiring a force structure with the ability to provide a 
regional peacetime presence and contingency response. The 
current active force structure can expect to be approximately 
25 percent smaller by 1995 placing America's armed forces at 
their lowest level since 1950. 

In his speech Bush stated: 

"What matters now is how we reshape the forces that 
remain. Our new strategy must provide the framework to 
guide our deliberate reductions to no more than the forces 
we need to guard our enduring interests - the forces to 
exercise interests - the forces to exercise forward 
presence in key areas, to respond effectively to crises, 
to retain the national capacity to rebuild our forces 
should this be needed. What we need are not merely 
reductions, but restructuring." 2 

This force restructuring will require a close eye on our 
defense policy thought and planning given the velocity with 
which political situations are changing in the world today. 
While the Marine Corps /military forces can provide immediate 
response to many contingencies with little or no warning, the 
new force structure would require six or more months to 
respond to another contingency such as "Desert Storm." The 
United States military must focus on readiness and rapid 
response with forces which can provide the U.S. with global 
reach. While conflicts at the strategic level of conflict 
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Ibid. 



(i.e.. World War II) still requires allied support, and 
operational level conflicts (i.e. Desert Storm) would require 
host nation support, the tactical level of conflict remains 
the only unilateral capability maintained by the U.S. 

Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney recognizes the continuing 
importance of maintaining a viable force structure despite the 
proposed decreases in U.S. forces. In a speech prepared for 
delivery at Georgetown University, Washington, DC, on March 
21, 1991 Secretary Cheney acknowledged the necessity of 
maintaining traditional strengths such as logistics, control 
of the sea, command of the air, mobility , and the capability 
to conduct large armored land assaults as recently 
demonstrated in Iraq. 3 

This requires the maintenance of a force structure that is 
both flexible and mobile in nature with the ability perform 
routine presence or to respond to crises by reinforcing 
forward-based units through the concept of sequencing follow- 
on troops from any branch of the military. 

C. A NEW ERA FOR AMERICA'S ARMED FORCES 

The Aspen Institute speech provided renewed impetus to the 
issue about the roles and missions of not only the Marine 
Corps, but the other branches of the military as well. Prior 



3 Remarks by Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney at Walsh 
Lecture at Georgetown University, Washington, DC. Thursday, 
March 21, 1991. Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Public Affairs) News Release . Washington, D.C. 
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to "Desert Storm" the debate was heating up between the 
various branches of the military concerning roles and dollars 
and among critics in Washington who stated: 

"...the Pentagon should review the assignment of 
missions to the services, largely set four decades ago, 
with an eye to meeting goals more efficiently." 4 

The role for the military in contingency-type operations 
and peacetime presence is complicated. It must depend on 
either host nation support, which risks political problems, 
MAGTF's, or on lightly equipped troops that can respond more 
rapidly. But the limited weight of equipment that can be 
transported by these "light divisions" may not be enough to 
meet the threat . 

In March 1990 a hearing before the House Armed Services 
Committee was called by Les Aspin, chairman of the panel, to 
begin debate on "the right mix of forces" for operations in 
Third World countries. 5 

The Army and Air Force each based their claim to be the 
U.S. primary force for contingency operations on the speed 
with which their forces can respond to a crisis and the wide 
assortment of combat forces that could be employed. General 



4 Gordon, Michael R. The New York Times . "Pentagon Faces 
Battle on Reshaping Military for Changing World." May 20, 
1990. B12 . 

5 Gordon, Michael R. The New York Times . "Split Between 
Army and Marines Surfaces in Debate on 3d World." March 15, 
1990. B6. 



7 



